
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBlA 
BOARD O F  ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Application No. 13536 of J u l i u s  Goldstein,  pursuant t o  Sub-section 
8 2 0 7 . 2  of  the  Zoning Regulations,  f o r  a s p e c i a l  exception under 
Paragraph 4101.41 t o  c o n t i n u e  the  use of a parking l o t  and f o r  a 
var iance from the  p roh ib i t i on  aga ins t  a l l -day  commuter parking 
(Sub-paragraph 4101.413) i n  an SP-2 D i s t r i c t  a t  the  premises  1114- . 
1 6  13th S t r e e t ,  N . W . ,  (Square 2 4 7 ,  Lot 852 and 

Application No. 13537 of  S t u a r t  Marshall Bloch, pursuant t o  Sub- 
s e c t i o n  8 2 0 7 . 2  of  the  Zoning Regulations,  f o r  a s p e c i a l  exception 
under Paragraph 4101.41 t o  continue the  use of a parking l o t  and f o r  
a var iance from t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  aga ins t  a l l -day  commuter parking 
(Sub-paragraph 4101.412) i n  an SP-2 D i s t r i c t  a t  the  premises 1304- 
1312  N S t r e e t ,  N . W . ,  (Square 2 4 5 ,  Lots 811 and 9 ) .  

HEARING DATES: Ju ly  29 and September 23, 1981 
D E C I S I O N  DATE: September 23, 1981  (Bench Decision) 

DISPOSITION: 
5-O(Charles R .  Norr i s ,  Walter B .  L e w i s ,  Douglas J .  Pa t ton ,  Connie 
Fortune and W i l l i a m  F .  McIntosh t o  dismiss.) 

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: The app l i ca t ions  were consol idated i n t o  one 

The Board DISMISSED both app l i ca t ions  by a vote  of 

Order dated October 1 4 ,  1981.  

ORDER 

The app l i can t  f i l e d  a Motion f o r  Reconsideration of t he  Board's 
Order D I S M I S S I N G  both a p p l i c a t i o n s .  The grounds o f  t he  Motion were 
t h a t  t he  Board never considered t h e  app l i ca t ions  on t h e i r  m e r i t s  but  
dismissed t h e  app l i ca t ions  because of  s e r ious  discrepancies  such as 
l a t e  f i l i n g s ,  operat ion o f  the  l o t s  without v a l i d  Cer t i f i ca t e s  of 
Occupancy, f a i l u r e  t o  pos t  t he  property and lack of proper p a r t i e s  
a t  the  Publ ic  Hearing. Upon considerat ion of  t he  F ina l  Order and 
the  Motion f o r  Reconsideration the  Board concludes t h a t  no evidence 
has been presented t h a t  has no t  a l ready been considered by t h e  Board 
The Board f u r t h e r  concludes t h a t  i t  committted no e r r o r  i n  deciding 
both a p p l i c a t i o n s .  Accordingly, i t  i s  ORDERED t h a t  t he  Motion f o r  
Reconsideration i s  DENIED.  

VOTE: 5-O(Walter B .  L e w i s ,  Charles R .  Nor r i s ,  Douglas J .  Pat ton 
and Connie Fortune t o  deny, William F .  McIntosh t o  deny 
by proxy) 
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BY ORDER O F  THE D . C .  BOARD O F  ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

A T T E S T E D  BY: 
S T E V E N  E .  S H E R  
Executive D i r e c t o r  

UNDER S U B - S E C T I O N  8204.3 O F  THE Z O N I N G  REGULATIONS "NO D E C I S I O N  
O R  ORDER O F  THE BOARD S H A L L  TAKE E F F E C T  U N T I L  TEN DAYS A F T E R  
HAVING BECOME F I N A L  PURSUANT T O  THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF P R A C T I C E  
AND PROCEDURE BEFORE THE BOARD O F  ZONING ADJUSTMENT." 


